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si. 
LOCAL SELF-GOVERNMENT. 


A. Zts origin in Teutonic institutions. 

For exhaustive studies of these institutions 
in general, see Waitz’s ‘‘ Deutsche Verfas- 
sungsgeschichte.”’ 

Sohm’s ‘‘ Die Altdeutsche Reichs- und Ge- 
richtsverfassung.” 

Also, Maurer’s comprehensive studies of the 
German “ Mark,” “ Dorf” and ‘“ Stadt.” 
The opening chapters of Stubbs’s “ Constitu- 
tional history of England”’ cover the early de- 
velopment of self-government in England. 


This latter topic has also been exhaustively | 


treated by Gneist in his ‘‘Geschichte und 
heutige Gestalt der englischen Kommunal- 
verfassung, oder Self-government.” See 
also his ‘‘ Das englische Verwaltungsrecht.” 
Other works treating the English phase of the 
subject are Taswell-Langmead’s ‘‘ English 
constitutional history ;’’ Palgrave’s “ Eng- 


lish commonwealth ;” Green’s “ Histody of | 
Philip V. | 


the English people,” v. 1; 
Smith’s ‘‘ History of English institutions ;”’ 


E. A. Freeman's ‘‘ Growth of the English | 


constitution.” 
[Mote. Mr, Freeman’s recent lectures in this 
country, on ‘*The English people in their 


three homes,” also develops this subject. | 
Adams’s | 


‘* Manual of historical literature,” p. 474-96. | | 


For other references see C, K. 


B. The early tendencies to local self-government in 
America, 

See Lieber’s ‘* Civil liberty and self-govern- 
ment.’’ 
in America.”” Also, for careful examina- 
tions of the tendency, in detail, Frothing- 


ham’s “* Rise of the republic of the United | 


States,” p. 22-28, and Lodge’s ‘‘ Short his- 
tory of the English colonies in America.” 


Instructive comparisons are found in the vol- | 
by Bowen), the “ Docu- | 
ments of the constitutions of England and | 


ume (compiled 


America.” 
The tendency did not manifest itself in all 


parts of the colonies in an identical manner, | 
See the chapter on ‘‘ The minor political di- | 


visions of the United States” (by S. A. Gal- 

pin), in Walker's “Statistical atlas of the 

United States,” 1874. Also, that on “ Civil 

divisions Jess than counties,” in the Ninth 

census report on ‘‘ Population,” pt. I, p. 

89-91. 

a. The New England town system. 

This is critically examined in A. de Tocque- 
ville’s “ Democracy in America,” ch. 5. 
See also, John Adams’s ‘“ Works,” v. 5, 
Pp. 495. The functions of the town or- 
ganization are summarized in Walker’s 

“ Statistical atlas,” above cited. Also, 
Lodge’s “ English colonies,” p. 414-16. 
Palfrey’s ‘‘ History of New England,” v, 


A. de Tocqueville’s ‘“Democracy | 


| 


| 


| 
| 
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| 
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d, 








I, p. 380, 434. It has been made a sub- 
ject of special study by Joel Parker in 
his paper on ‘‘ The origin, organization, 
and influence of the towns of New 
England,” Massachusetts Historical So- 
ciety Proceedings, Jan., 1866, p. 14-65. 
Also, by Arnold Green, in his oration 
on ‘‘New England’s gift to the nation, 
the township.” (1875.) Also, by F. J. 
Parker, in his ‘‘ Study of municipal gov- 
ernment in Massachusetts.” (1881.) 
[No¢e. Special features of the system have 
been made the subjects of minute inves- 
tigation at Johns Hopkins University. See 
particularly the paper on ‘‘ Tithingmen,” 
by H. B. Adams; (Proceedings of the 
American Antiquarian Society, new series, 
v. I, pt. 3,)and that on ‘‘ Constables,” by 
H. B. Adams, (New England Historical 
and Genealogical Register, April and July, 


1882.) Also, compare the references 
given in connection with these two 
papers. | 


The*essential features of a Massachusetts 
settlement, grouped about the meeting- 
house, school-house, and burial-ground, 
are graphically indicated in Rufus Cho- 
ate’s address at Ipswich, in 1834. [In 
his “ Works,” v. J, p. 347-57. ] 

A striking distinction between this type of 
a community and that which characterized 
some of the early settlements of Rhode 
Island, is pointed out by H. C. Dorr, in 
his “ Planting and growth of Providence,” 
p. 8-9. 

The system of the middle colonies. 

The characteristics of this system may be 
studied in Galpin’s article in the ‘‘ Statis- 
tical atlas,” p. 12, where it is called “a 
compromise” between the plan which 
lodges the power in the town and that 
which lodges it in the county. See also 
Frothingham’s “ Rise of the republic,” 
p. 23-24. 

Instances of this system may be studied in 
O’Callaghan’s ‘‘ New Netherland” ; also, 
in the article on “ The origin and devel- 
opment of the municipal government of 
New York City,” pt. 1; Magazine of 
American history, May, 1882, p. 315-30. 
Also in Elmer’s ‘‘ Constitution and gov- 
ernment of New Jersey.’’ Also, Watson’s 
“ Annals of Philadelphia and Pennsyl- 
vania.”’ 


c. The system of the southern colonies. 


For the characteristics of this system, see 
Galpin’s article in the “ Statistical atlas,” 
p. II-12. 

The fact that in general the subordinate di- 
visions of the county had no political 
power whatever, led to the isolated type 
of life which was there developed. See 

Lodge’s “ English colonies,” p. 43-53. 














The Virginia system of counties and parishes 
is shown by a writer in 7%e Nation, May 
26, 1881, p. 374, to have reproduced the 
English “ types of local self-government” 
more nearly than any other. Compare 
also Hening’s “‘ Statutes of Virginia,” and 
Palmer’s introduction to the ‘‘ Calendar 
of Virginia state papers.” 

Yet Mr. Jefferson, in more than one in- 
stance, expressed himself emphatically in 
favor of the advantages of the New Eng- 
land town system. See _ Jefferson’s 
Writings, Vi. 8; D. S28 s Vi F;, De 13) 357: 


52. 

EUROPEAN INTERESTS IN EGYPT. 

A. The period of French and English rivalry. 
[1853-79.] 

See Urquhart’s pamphlet, on ‘‘The Suez 
canal in 1853,” elaborating the impor- 
tance to Great Britain of such a short 
line to India, many years before its actual 
construction. 

For the steps by which the canal was finally 
constructed under French auspices, see 
Fitzgerald’s ‘‘ The great canal at Suez.” 

[See also the special list on “The Suez 
canal” in the January no. [1882] of this 
publication. ] 

The ‘convention of 1841,” by which the 
five great powers of Europe coéperated 
with the Turkish empire in arranging for 
the future administration of Egypt, may 
be studied in McCoan’s ‘‘ Egypt as it is.” 

For a statement of Egypt’s present relation 
of dependence to the Turkish empire, see 
Lieut.-Col. R. D. Osborn’s article in the 
Contemporary Review, Jan., 1882, p. 35-36. 

See also the Spectator, June 10, 1882, p. 
758-59. 

Also De Leon’s “ The khedive’s Egypt.” 

Also McCoan’s “‘ Egypt as it is.” 

The striking inefficiency of the Egyptian 
government during recent years is dwelt 
on byG. J. Chester, in his article, “ Some 
truths about Egypt,’’ ortnightly Review, 
April, 1876. 

Its rotten financial condition was exhaust- 
ively considered in the well-known re- 
port of Mr. Stephen Cave, in 1876. 
[Printed in McCoan’s “ Egypt as it is,” 
p. 372-88.] [See the same work, p. 
401-9, for the “financial decrees,” re- 
sulting from this exposure. | 

The English apprehensions resulting from 
the construction of the canal under 
French auspices, have led to several of 
the steps taken by England in Egypt 
within the past ten years. 

In Nov., 1875, more than one third of the 
shares in the canal were purchased by the 
English government. See the ‘‘ Annual 
register,” 1875, p. 290-93. 

See also the discussion of its significance, 
in the article, “England in Egypt,” in 
The Nation, Dec. 2, 1875, v. 21, p. 352- 
53. 

In 1877 it was strongly urged that the 
English occupation of lower Egypt wasa 
matter of necessity. See E. Dicey’s ar- 
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ticle, ‘Our route to India,” in the MVine- | 
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teenth Century, June, 1877. Also the 
same writer’s article, ‘‘The future of 
Egypt,” in the Vineteenth Century, Aug., 
1877. [Also printed in Burlingame’s 
‘* International politics,” p. 225-46.] 

The effect of these articles on international 
negotiations is pointed out by De Leon, 
in the ‘‘ Khedive’s Egypt,” p. 383-84. 
What Mr. Gladstone thought in 1877 of 
this proposed action may be seen from 
his article in the Wineteenth Century, v. 2, 
Pp. 155-56. 

For a view of the effects of British occupa- 
tion much less favorable, see the Coztem- 
porary Review, Jan., 1882, p. 30-34. 


B. The period of the “Huropean control.” [1879- 


82. | 

In Nov., 1879, the governments of Great 
Britain and France formally assumed 
control of the administration of Egypt, 
each acting through an officer called 
‘‘controller-general.” See the ‘‘ States- 
man’s year-book, 1882,” p. 631-32, for the 
exact terms of this arrangement. 

How far this action on the part of Great 
Britain was a manifestation of the Bea- 
consfield policy, is discussed in a letter 
to Zhe Nation, June 29, 1882, p. 538. 

The political wisdom of the ‘ control” is 
seriously questioned by Lieut.-Col. R. D. 
Osborn, in the Contemporary Review, Jan., 
1882, p. 29-31. 

The same writer (p. 35) advocates as a 
worthy policy, “the restoration of Egypt 
to the people of Egypt.” 

For the rise of the so-called ‘‘ national” 
Egyptian party, see the letter in Zhe 
Nation, of March 30, 1882 (p. 270-71), on 
“The national party and Egyptian con- 
trol.” 

The true characteristics of this movement 
are still farther discussed in five other 
letters by this correspondent ( 7he Nation, 
April 27, May 11, May 25, June 22, and 
June 29.) 

The claim that this movement is in the 
direction of constitutional government is 
examined by “an English resident in 
Egypt,” in an article on “Egypt and 
constitutional rule,” Contemporary Review, 
April, 1882, p. 541-59. 

A spirited pamphlet in opposition to the 
“control” was published at Alexandria 
in the early part of the present year, under 
the title, ‘‘ L’Egypte et l’Europe.” 

The present crisis was precipitated by the 
armed attack of June 11, 1882, on the 
Europeans in Alexandria. The difficul- 
ties of the situation are discussed in the 
Spectator, June 17, 1882, p. 788. 

For other discussions of the question, see 
the Spectator of May 13, May 27, June 10, 
June 24, and July 1. 

The “ ultimatum” of Admiral Seymour, in 
command of the English forces, was pre- 
sented July 6, 1882. [See the daily 
papers of July 7.] 

For the bombardment of Alexandria, (July 

10), and the subsequent military opera- 

tions, see the daily papers of July 10 

and subsequently. 








